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The objectives and format of these publications have previously been

presented (Iscly, 191)9). Accessions of Seliranlcia from the following herbaria

were studied during preparation of this paper: New York Botanical Garden
(NY), Iowa State University (ISC), Universih of Texas (TUX). New Mex-
ico State University (NMC), University of Arizona (ARIZ). University of

Southwestern Louisiana (LAF), Mississippi State University (M1SSA),

Florida State University (FSU). and the University of South Florida (USF).

Selected materials and (or) types have been studied courtesy of the follow-

ing: Southern Methodist University (SMU), Gray Herbarium (GH), Missouri

Botanical Garden (MO). Lundell Herbarium (LI,), U.S. National Museum
(US), and the Philadelphia Academy of Natural Sciences (PH). My thanks

to the institutions and herbarium curators.

SCHRANKIAWilld.

Prickly, sprawling or ascending to .subscaiidont, herbaceous (in U.S.)

perennials. Stems tetragonal to ribbed-terete. Prickles mternodal, mostly

to pale pink heads. Calyx campauulato. reduced. Corolla c\ lindric, ea .'! mm
long, the tube longer than lobes. Stamens ea 10. Pods oblong, usually

quadrangular and beaked, conspicuously prickly (rarely smooth); margins

Primarily Mexico and th

species extending northwa

Possibly 15 species.

Chromosome- number X = 13, based on six species.

Sehranhia is a small, coherent group ol undoubted e\ olutionary unity.

A Mimosa derivative, it is characterized not only by its non-segmented



any other mimosokls. Of Schranlna species reported all are

ot S. icpiocarpa DC., a tetraploid (Frahni-Beliveld, 1957).

= 24 for S. microphylla (Atchison, 1949) is anomalous,

as Turner and Fearing (I960) have previously noted.

I present a review oi U.S SclnanLia with less than unqualified satisfac-

tion. The amoiphou*- n dure ol iht t \ i oh' ins knowl lye that alternative

mh'rpielaliotr mu\ Has,- incut h\id ,o ;ii quietude. A leisurely study of the

genus in it- eniiiels mieln peihups ^ i1h e\pj.nsion ;,f methods—render

taxonomic decision, less conjectui ii Bui there has been such a study:

Schrankia is the subject of a recent, unpublished, monographic investigation

(Beard, 1963). The Beard manuscript contains much useful information

concerning Schrankia. It includes several postulates winch, on basis of

ms geographicalb limited studio: 1 mnol properh evaluate. However, it

is necessary to take issue with the major premises.

Beard abandon Schranl < ibmci m it undei Mimosa Furthermore,

he ledn c< the "onus to one pec le Mimo\a i|H(i(liiinlii i
I He c n\,

"Absolutely no charactci has been lound dim can be said to be peculiar to

Schrankia apart from Mimosa F. emend. Benth. Tt is concluded that to

maintain Schrankia Willd. as a genus distinct from Mimosa L. while sub-

scribing to the broad concept oi the latter genus as maintained by most

recent botanists publishing in the group is indefensible, and therefore

Schrankia Willd. must be recombined with Mimosa L."

Reserving philosophical respon o tt tin -an proposition, 1 comment

onls in a pi igmat vein (1) Tin chai ictei oi Schrankia are congruent to

the degree that the genus is more easily recognized-— even by the uninitiated

—than most mimo'oul "onetn (_) Wet I'.eaid viewpoint of generic de-

limitation taken up fm ihc Alimosoideae as a whole the subfamily (family

of many authors) would probably have to be reduced to 1 or 2 genera. I

doubt that this would be practical or reasonable.

Beard's second prescript is that Schiauhia in loin represents a single

species. Perhaps ni\ presentation icfo-jni/t- loo m.im species (e.g., S.

hystricina, a geographic variant ol nnitalhi. S Uaidcns, an element of

a polymorphic Mexican complex). But I find Beard's position somewhat

extreme. Boih Ik ud and I indeed hist olxnul lh n (mil of (he sub

ordinate taxa are "messy." Beard mention intermediates between -co

graphically contiguous taxa (bid the number of such cited is very small in

proportion to the total number of sheets seen). Many taxa lacking compati-

bility barriers betray such sins. Their "virtue" has been dependent on

ecological oi i pine isol.il m but mans mh i olations have been

or reduced b\ maids subjugation of the world,

useful regional summary of Schrankia is that of Turner (1959)



for the state of Texas. As to the speeies that he treats, my interpretation:

differ only in detail; I suspect that certain ol' my premises derive fron

SCIIHASKIA Willd. Sp. I'l. 4: 10 41. ISdlil noin. cons, non Sclmmlria Gmelin
1791. Type species: Sclircuilcia iiculeaiu Willd. nom. illeg. = Mimosa
quadrivalvis L.

LEPTOdLOTTlS DC. Mem. Leg. 451. 1827!

MORONGIABritt. Mem. Torr. Bot. Club 5: 191. 1894!

1 follow the choice ol typo species designated in the Nomina (icnerica

Conscrvanda (Lain >nu liiOfi) 'u //, <i,iL <<> a< /</< mu \\illi Literature contains

the spelling variant '•Schranckia." Perhaps this has been derived from a

change made by DeCandolle (loc. tit.). In any event. Willdenow named the

genus for a man by the name of Schrank and eni|)loyed the spelling

Srhnnil:in

DeCandolle was uncertain of the relationships of his I.cptoaloitis to

Dcsmavthus and Srhrankia and described the genus "provisoiremenl."

Heard (1963), with technical correctness, takes the position that the name
was not validly published at that tune and attributes publication to Slandley

(1925). The problem is academic except as it bears on the authorship of

N. mittullii (which see).

KEY TO SPECIES

1. Leaflets with evident lateral venation beneath.

2. Florida species; leaflets not or slightly cuspidate

2. Central States species; leaflets shortly cuspidate.

3. Pod 2—4(5) cm long, not beaked; flower buds often with protruding

bracts; peduncles 5—10 cm long; southeastern Texas and adjacent

Louisiana S. hijstriciua

3. Pod 4—10 cm long, beaked or pointed: flower buds with bracts

concealed; peduncles 2—8(10) cm long; \\idel\ distributed. Texas

to South Dakota S. nuttallii

1. Leaflets with only midvein evident.

4. Species of Louisiana to Carolinas and Florida; pinnae usually (i—

8

pairs except in peninsular Florida S. micmpluilla

4. Species of Texas to New Mexico: pinnae mostly 2—5 pairs except in

western Texas.

.» Stems evicieiUh . mi'tei iilcut ( i n i'reqiient l\ ejabrate in New Mexico):

pinnae 4—7(8) pairs: pods tetragonal western Texas and adjacent

New Mexico S. occidaitalis

5. Stems glabrous or very finely pubei nletit : pinnae (2) 3—5 pairs; pods

compressed (central Texas) or tetragonal (eastern Texas),

(i. Pod laterally compressed. 4—5 mm wide; pinnae 3—5(0) pairs:

petiole usually shorten' than rachis: stems rarely quadrangular,



Travis, and Dallas Co's S. roerneriana

6. Pod tetragonal, 2—3(4) mmwide; pinnae 2—4(5) pairs; petiole

usuallj exceeding racliis: slen.- IYe<|-.'-.iib |ii.i... i.i'.uhn i'u\.-

and less than 2 mm in diamu--i <'i-n •"' <-nMi<.e T-.-ve -

northwest margin of range through Zavala, Comal, and Robert-

son Co's S. latidens

SCHRANKIAHYSTRICINA (Britt. & Rose) Standi.

Southeastern Texas (Matagorda Co. north to Shelby Co., west to Brazos

Co.) and adjacent southwestern Louisiana. Pine woodlands, coastal grass-

land disturbed are.i> roadside etc hum ,1 saruh soils Locally frequent.

(March) April— June.

Chromosome number 2n - 26 (Turner and Beaman, 1953)

This taxon seems to be Schrankia nuttallii except as to total size, the

usually elongate peduncles the large heai in rnriin led Jloi

bracts and the short \ce prukh pod, Mur pes essim. most ' thec

C ]i;i, ''•;- • in-. t i
ili . i I- "» >".i:ip-n i area wherein they essentially

replace S. nuttallii. Charactei correlation is somewhat loose-knit: viz, a

few specimens be\ ) id tlie t urge oi //// dicnw haue unusually prickly

pods, bul those (the pods) ire longei than ttios. ol hystricina; not all

hystricina possess the distinguishing bracts; some material without un-

usually long pediitKics
i

., . » e- lire characteristic S hystricina pods;

vigorous S. nuttallii nn\ inne Ion" pediui' los. B. L. Turner has commented

(personal correspondence): "It [S. hystricina] is a much larger plant than

S. nuttallii. To my knowledge it does not grow with nuttallii, occupying a

wetter habitat. It acts like a species."

I define S. hystiunw oti ih< h • r, ol p<diaiiL>< •niclitiori bur am in-

clined to the view that tli< e I -.
i

" "»
•

nil -m ; bo moot.

The pods range from brio! .

i

I i.'i,.r -rial to as flat as those of

S. roerneriana. This variance m.o in pail, represent a I'unction of maturity

—the sutures widening after the valves.

Schrankia hystricina (Britt. & Rose) Standi. Field Mus. Publ. Bot. 8:13.

1930! Leptoglottis HYSTRICINA Small ex Britt. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 23:139.

1928! Type NY! Isotypes MO! and US! Hall 170.

Hall 170 at both NY and MO is heterogeneous, probably representing

more than one gathering. Among this malarial ! ha\o designated a type

which is congruent with the description of S. hystricina.

SCHRANKIALATIDENS (Small) Schum.

F.i u> -i md ,onthei-u Ta\a \k an Kanejtvj iioni u iL v rod I and in

northern part of range to grassland and thorn scrub in south; mostly sandy

or gravelly soils, iften ,oum\eed\ iIoiil oad ide rnd distuibed areas.

(March) April— July (Sept.)

Chromosome number 2n 26 (Turner and Fearing, 1960).



Schravkia latidens represents Hie northern outlier of an extensive Mexican

complex which possesses relatively few pinnae, nonreticulate leaflets and

usually angular stems. 1 have taken the position that the U.S. representa-

tives and some of tin- Mexican phenolypcs represent elements of a single

species. I do not know whether the complex in entirely should be best

considered one or several species. It has not been easy to garner interpre-

tive satisfaction from Heard (19fi:i) wim includes S. latidens under Mimosa
quadriralris subspecies (jitadriralris, variety quadriralris, ecotype 4 (I am
neither accepting nor pubhslnn tin- . cmbmation.).

Thus. Schravkia latidens of the present treatment is approximately tra-

ditional except that material of the eastern Texas oak woods region former-

ly assigned to S. microphylla (e.g., Turner, 1959) is herein regarded as the

northern phase of latidens. I distinguish N. latidens from S. microphylla

of the eastern coastal plain on a combined geographic morphological basis:

(1) They are geographically disjunct. (2) S. viicrophiilla possesses mostly

(4)(i— 8(11) pairs of pinnae and 9—12 pairs of leaflets; the stems are angular-

terete to infrequently nearly quadrangular. S. lutidcus has 2—4(5) pairs

of pinnae and 5—9 pairs of leaflets; the stems, particularly in the southern

part of the range, are frequently distinctly quadrangular.

ScJirinikia micropluillu excluded. 'Texas Schravhva with nonreticulate

leaflets then includes three closely related species. ,S\ accidentalis is

reasonably distinct on the basis both of range and morphological characters.

S. latidens and S. roevienana possibly represent an intergradient complex:

limestone. Their differentiation is discussed under the latter species. After

I recognize this material is not all of a type, but 1 can neither presently

justify several species as some authors have done, nor accept the opposite

exlreme advocated by Heard ; l!!(i.1).

The pods of Schravkia latidens are diverse in degree of prickliness,

length, and width. Their form ranges from stubby (ca 4 cm), and heavily

prickly, to narrowly linear (to lfi cm in length), somewhat sinuous, and

lightly prickly.

Lcptoqlottis halliava Hritt. & Hose, as to description, is ,S\ latidens minus

prickles on the pods. Heard (per annotations) has marked certain specimens

with long, slender pods as S. halliava.' 1 Some of these specimens have

almost unarmed pods; some are quite prickly. Possibly (as in S. micro-

phi/lla) pod variance has biological significance; however, the proportion

of specimens with "good" pods is so low that correlation with other charac-

ters or range is difficult to study.

Schravkia latidens of the southern coastal plain includes populations

of vigorous plants that possess :i— 4 pinnae, and have larger heads than



latidens. They resemble, in these ways, S. roemeriana of the

the pods when present are not those of S. roemeriana. Beard

has taken up in 1 on (I nt <X Co < » lot some of this

Cory. /Ti \ i in i Co Fexa (FSU) is a reduced

latidens-like "thing." The stems are filamonlous-slendor and obscurely

prickly, and the leaves bear only 1—2 pinnae; at the ends of lone, petioles;

the moderately prickly pod-. .1 nan-ow-Unem ml m II beaked. Except for

the pod beak, this gathering matches the description and type of the Mexican

Schrankia potosina (Britt. & Rose) Standi, and it has been marked by

Hermann "first record outside Mexico Beard h is annotated a few Mexican

sheets as Schrankia potosina the\ art ^ 'yotnlnoh e ibtue hut po ses

short, heavy, scarcely beaked pods. In view of the total range of variance

within this complex I refer S potosina to S. latidens

Schrankia latidens (Small) Schum. Bol lahresb 9 10. 1903! Morongia
LATIDENS Small Bull. N.Y. Bot. Card. 2:518. 1901! Type NY' Isotype

US! Heller 1779. Lepioglotlis intidms (Small) Britt. & Rose N. Am.
Fl. 23:142. 1928!

Schrankia aculeata var? Benth. Trans. Linn. Soc. Bond. 30:441. 1875!

Leptoglottis BEE \ND1E1 ill. in I

J
>ri1t. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 23:144.

1928! Type NY! FoF jit \I< mtl G I I 1 landi 1 2:. 13 ScluanLia

berlandieri (Britt.) Standi Field Mus. Publ. Bot. 11:159. 1936!

Leptoglottis HALLIANA Britt. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 23:141. 1928! Type NY!
Isotypes MO! US! GH! Hall 171. Sclmnikia haUhnia (Brill & Rose)

Standi. Field Mus. Publ. Bot. 8:13. 1930!

Leptoglottis POTOSINA Britt. & Rose r-

Isotvpe GH! Purpus 5177. Sclmnikia

Field Mas. Publ. Bot. 11:159. 1936!

\s indicated in die PiMmoniH ihst lesion I h,\w not been able to reach

a firm decision concerning the relationships of Sctiranlcia latidens and its

Mexican allies. My circumscription (a provincial one), includes U.S. and

Mexican elements which I can refer to one species with considerable

confidence. But the complex to winch this species belongs includes several

older names—herein eluded \Lnuo < (jiiadriralvis F (1753), Schrankia

aculeata Willd. (1806), S. me.ricana Raf. (1836), and S. subinermis Wats.

(1882). The critical earlier epithets boil down to one; aculeala is an

illegitimate substituu foi qaoihi clt u-lmuihia (fuadnvalvis (F.) Merrill

is probably the correct name for tins entire group in the event it is con-

sidered a single species.

The type (NY) of Morongia latidens Small is a vigorous plant with

short long-beaked heavih prickh pod • d< iejuif 1 1 >< (MO ) heat

ing the same collection numbei as the type at NY must be excluded. It is

Leptoglollis herUnnlieri (based on the same collection as



Bentham's S. aculcata var?) possesses but weakly prickly pods. Lcptoglottis

halliana per description is latidens with very slender, long-beaked pods
that are nearly unarmed. There are three specimens at NY of Hall 171.

Only one of them bears smooth pods; I consider it the type. Duplicates
at (ill and US are likewise diverse in pod characters. The types of

Lcptoglottis nelsoiiii and potosina represent Mexican forms which I believe

clearly fall within S. latidens.

SCIIRANKIA MICROPHYLLA (Dryand.) Standi.

Southern and southeastern coastal plain; southernmost Virginia, Florida,

to eastern Louisiana. Openings or margins of pine or hardwood <

in Florida with turkey oak and pine-palmetto; disturbed, eroded
over areas, roadsides, sandy to loam soils. (April) May—June or in

Florida essentially all year.

Chromosome number 2n = 16 (Atchison. 1949)

Schnuilciu microplujlla and S. nuttallii represent the major com
this genus in the United States, the former primarily c

latter of the central states.

In broad scope. S. inicroplii/lla is reasonably' consistent morphologically.

Populations and individual plants dilfer primarily in decree of prickliness,

vigor, presence or absence of puberulence, and shape and prickliness of the

pods. Pubescence variation has some geographic orientation and may be
of significance faxonomically: e.g., most Florida populations are glabrous:
most Alabama and Carolina, puberulent: and most Louisiana, puberulent.
I have had little opportunity to attempt interpretation of pod variation

because so few specimens possess fruit.

My circumscription of S. luicroplnjihi includes two variants convenient

They arc as follows:

BRACHYCARPAvariant (var. hrachycarpa Chapm.; S. chapmani Britt.

& Rose)

Louisiana, Florida, to North Carolina. Habitat as var. wicroplniUa.

Lxtreme forms of braclnjcarpa are distinctive. They have short pods
(mostly 3—5 cm long) which are intensely prickly: the prickles are much
widened toward the base; the pods possess little or no beak. This entity

has been given specific rank by Small (1933) and Britton and Rose (1928).

But one encounters intermediates toward the microplujlla pod (for ex-

ample, excessively prickly pods which are, however, elongate, beaked or
not). T find no other exomorphic characters correlating with the distinctive

pod (thus no way of telling if flowering material will possess the brachy-
carpa pod), and brachip-arpa seems to have no discernible distributional

patterning, being sporadic throughout the range of the species. The genetic

complex resulting in Ibis pod type occurs likewise in the ,S\ nuttallii group
as S. ligstricina but. in this instance, with geographic



AM;l/ST1SILI()1<A variant
\
Schrnuhia mupistisiliqua (Bnlt. & Hose) Her-

mann]

Florida. Pinelands, pine-palmetto, disturbed areas. March—May or all

Schrankia mump) Uo i >ro i i\el U robust n oik proceeds south-

ward in Florida. The extreme forms, in southern Florida, where they

make up most of the micr<>i>hnlla populations, possess filiform, usually

square, glabrous stems; the pinnae are usually 4—5 pairs; the leaflets

ii( anall not excee.hri: » mm ft-a-ei heel are 1 cm or less in diameter;

and the pods are slender, but moderately prickly.

The anpustisilnpta variant thus differs from t\pical niicn>}>hiiUa in a

number of features. But Us irreejilarh clmal nature seems to defeat any

merit in according it taxonotnic recognition.

Schrankia micropiiijUa (Dryand.) IVIacBridr Contr. Gray Herb. 59:9. 1919!

Mimosa MICROPHYLLADryand. in J. E. Smith Insects Georgia 2:123.
1797' Moronpia wicrophiilla (Dryaiul I Brill ex Britt & Brown 111. Fl. cd.

2, 2:334. 191.5! Lrptoqlottis imrrophnlia ( Drvaiul.) Bnlt & Hosr v A[ „_

I ! Mil' I92H S'< hremk a »n< < ph 'la ( I i mi ) landl. Field Mas I'ubl

Bot. 8:13. 1930!

Mimosa HORRIDULAMichx. Fl. Bor. Am. 2:254. 1803! Photo of type (from
P) ISC! Schrankia horridula (Michx.) Chapm. Fl. South. US. cd. 2. 683.

1892' Moromjia hnrriduUi (Michx.) Heller Cat. N. Am. PI. 5. 1898!

Schrankia anqnstaia HRACliYi \ RI>. \ Chapm II South 1 ', llfi IXIjO! tiun

S. brachycarpa Benth. 1840! I :pioglottis < hapmanii Small ex Britt & Rose
N. Am. Fl. 23:141. 1928* S<-ltnutl;iu chu.pmo.nii (Small ex Britt. & Rose)
Hermann Jour. Wash. Acad. Sci. 38:237. 1948!

Schrankia horridula var. ANCJ'LARIS Chapm. Fl. South. US. ed. 3. 127.

1897! Type US! Chapman "Fence rows near Rome, Georgia . . . var.

angularis' (Chapnri i h uui\ i it mlO Motouqia horridula anqularis

(Chapm.) Heller Cat. N. Am. PL 5. 1898!

Leptoglottis ANGUSTISILIQUA Britt. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 23:143. 1928! Type
US! Small & Mo r i

'».:!') S,-ii,tr,il.m ,,}„, i.JiMlitiua (I'-iill C me) Efei

mann Jour. Wash. Acad. Sci. 38:237. 1948!

Walt. Fl. Carol. 252. 1788! "AC

Walt." (1788, loc.



as MacBride (1919) noted some years agog

The- identity of M. iiitsiu sensu Walt, with M. microphylla is reasonable

but unequivoeal demonstration has been lacking. Britten (1920) reported

Walter's plant as .s\ mu-ropinill*! but ins dubiousness concerning the mutual

diseernibility of S. unchmtu (mittallii) and microphylla ("1 can see no

sufficient dillerenees between them") essentially nullifies his observation.

Dr. N. K. B. Robson Mas U iiull \ responiled In an inpuir\ In the British

Museum as follows (personal correspondence'': "The specimen of Mimosa

Schratikiu microphylla." But combinations based on "Mimosa hitsia Walt."

[Schrankia intsia (Walt.) Trelease ex Branner and Coville, 1891; Lepto-

(jioltis intsiu (Walt.) Rydb.. 1S94| are largely Schrankia nuttallii as to

concept.

Mimosa tuicrojthyila Dryand. is cloarh ideal ilied by the plate. Some

authors attribute this species to Solander. The Solauder case- is presented

by Britten (1920). I have accepted the credit line in the original publi-

cised the identity of M. horridula IYlichx. (Isely, 1957). Torrey & Gray's

description of S. aiujustaia indicates their concept to lie largely (if not:

entirely) within the circumscription of S. microphylla. They cite three

specimens. I have seen two gatherings (both S. microj>liyHa) at (ill which

probably represent part of the original material: bnl label data does not

coincide with the published citations.

The description of Lcpiiniloltis miuitsl isitnpia Britt. & Hose suggests

that the original material might have been S. iiucivala. The type, however,

is the slender-podded, tenuous, Florida form of ,S\ microphylla. Britton

and Hose state 'Tinelands of Florida, and in Texas." The nature of Texas

material is conjectural, pnssibb ,S Up'ulciis.

The only Chapman sheet 1 have seen marked as Schrankia angustata

var. brachycarpa is US! "S (1. Florida." It is reasonably consistent with

the description except that the slender, st rough prickly pods scarcely

deserve the epithet bracliycarpa.

SCHRANKIANUTTALLII (Britt. & Rose) Standi.

Illinois, South Dakota. Texas, Louisiana. Prairies, open

ings. roadsides and other disturbed sites, usually sandy or re

quent and often abundant. April ( south)— July (north).

Chromosome number 2n 2(i (Turner and Beaman, 19(10)

This Schrankia, the most widely distributed species, ex



north in the (i.S ijmii am oihcr numosoid—Dcsmuuthus illinoeiisis and 111;'

introduced Albiziu jxlthnssni arc the closest competitors. It is an inhabitant

of grasslands and of the contiguous wooded provinces 11 lias been reported

determinations ot s' unci upliijlbi oi nnanata S hi/stncina, southern

Louisiana, is probabh a googi aphicnl egiogate ot S uneinata, but the

pods arc so different that I am retaining it as a species.

Leptoglottis nullallii DC ex Britt. & Rose. Fl. N. Am. 23: 139. 1928!

Lcj)to(){ot(i VUTTAT.U • Mem. I 1 I i 7' i n invalid Presumed
fragment of type NY! Nuttall "Flab . . . terntorio Arkansano." Schravkia
nnitallii (Britt. & Rose) Stand). Field Mus. Publ. Bot, 8:13. 1930!

':ia hit ia (Walt.) h leas ( B; um< i

l

< ovillc I'l ml \r! 178.

Lcpioqloiiis intsm (L.) Rydb. Bot. Surv. Neb. 3: 33. 1894! neque
itsia L. 1753!; neque M. intsia sensu Walt. 1788!

Neither the DeCandolte description nor the fragmentary isolype seen pro-

vide an unequivocal distinction between S. hystricina (Britt. & Rose)

Standi, and S. nuttaUii DC. The cited collection, a Nuttall sheet "Hab . . .

in Americae borcalis tcrritone Arkansano (Y.S, in herb. Merrier.)," is not

represented in the DeCandollo herbarium (microfiche examination). The

unavailability of the original specimen is noted by Beard (1963). I render

the conventional determination, !hat the material is probably of (lie widely

distributed species rathei than its local derivative.

See Schi-anlria uneinata for t\ pilicatiou of that specific epithet.

Lcj)(o()Jn(iis miiuosoide.' is churacteri/ed on the basis of flattened pods;

those of the type are indeed somewhat less Hum quadrangular and perhaps

the plant, possesses some degree of genetic intcrmediacy with S. roemeriana.

The NY type is designated "RR embankment ;i miles from Fort Worth."

Two MO "isotype" sheets posse s the lami collection number but "Valley

of the Trinity, 6 miles from Fort Worth, June 10, Aug. 5, 1912." They

probably represent anothei gathering \ US lyp< lpparently constitutes

yet a third collection.

Beard (1963) rejects Leptoatnttis nuttallii of DC. 1827, and attributes

the name to DC. ex Britt. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 23: 139. 1928. He reasons

that DeCandolle published the genus Lcpioplottis provisoirement," and

since the single species / Jiutialln we pi< entec following a combined

generic-specific diagnosis, it was not 1 didB published iiihoie h there

was no uncertainty in DeCandoiie's viewpoint, of the new species: "il



only to the generic relat

Valid publication of L.

(Ilrill .on & Rose, loc. cit

tition with the century

Sinai I ex Britt. & Rose

indivi dual to have chose

other (mimosoides) to U

• 'l imi ee ' (liis indecision related

)lant.), Beard's position is correct. 1

not to have occurred until 1928

(///// is throw n into pi ioi il\ cninpe

aueously ])iil)lished /.. mimosoides

epithets (liiiUallii) releimt in- tile

SCHRANKIAOCCIDENTAUS(W. X' S.) Standi

Eastern New Mexico and western Texas. Sandy soils, dunes to roadsides.

April— June (Sept.).

Chromosome number 2n . 24 or 26 (Turner and Beaman. 1953: Turner

and Fearing, I960).

This, the westernmost species of Schraulda. can usually be easily deter-

mined by its distribution and slender, coarsely prickly pods. I cannot

credit MacBride's assertion that " M<>r<»i<iia dithiVhihIik . . seems to merely

be a pubescent state of S. rocmcriana." Mac-Bride must have had only

flowering and immature fruitum material available.

A sand dune form (Winkler Co., Texas) is distinctive being almost un-

armed and glabrate; the leaves possess i 9 p.: i- pinnae to 20 pairs of

tiny (ca 2 mmlong) leaflets.

Schrankia occidcntalis (W. & S.) Standi. Field Mus. Publ. Hot. 8:13. 1930!

Moroncjia OVV1DF.XTM .IS Woolen & Stamllev Contr. U.S. Natl. Herb.
16:13;!. 1913! Type US! lsotvpes MO! OH! Fisher, Nara Visa, New Mexico.
July 4, 1911. Lcptoulottis occidcntalis (W. & S.) Britt. & Hose N. Am. Fl.

SCIIi; Wkl \ M il til ! , ; „ !,., h ;l i ip

Norlhcontral Texas south to Frio Co. Kocky limestone soils; prairies,

or with mosquite and oak: roadsides. April— July.

Chromosome number 2n 26 (Turner and Fearing, I960).

Scliranlciu rocmcriana replaces ,S. latidens to the north and west of the

latter: S. rocmcriana is primarily of limestone soils. latidens of sands. The

two are marginally sympatric. and 1 cannot always distinguish non fruit-

ing material. In general, S. rocmcriana is more robust, has larger leaves

with more pinnae, proportionally shorter petioles, larger (lowering heads,

and rarely square stems. I have the impression that southern material of

S. rocmcriana adjacent to S. latidens tends to have fewer pinnae and



m
leaflets than gatherim: lurthei noith Hut the ra?me of variation is con-

siderable in both species mid iiichules robust phonotypes well within the

latidens range (assigned to that species).

Do the two species blend biologically? From limited fruiting material,

I have little evidence that they do. This is the major reason I have main-

tained them as distinct species I "nd shape in both species is variable but

generally distinctive. Some pods of roemeriana lack the ideal compressed

form; "stubby" types show up in latidens as in microphylla in the eastern

part of the country. With only one exception, "aberrant" fruiting specimens

are not from areas that surest genetic influence from the other species.

The except f Frio Co. where S. roemeriana and latidens overlap.

There, the pod characters of one collection (Tharp and Turner 3457) suggest

a blend of the two kinds.

Schrankia roemeriana (Scheele) Hlankinship Kept Mo. Hot. Card ISMliS

1907! Mimosa ROEMERIANAScheele Finnaea 2l:-!5(». 1848! Morongia
roemeriana (Scheele) Heller Contr. Herb. Frank & Marsh Coll. 1:44. 1895!

Leptoglottis roenienana (Scheele) Fritt. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 23:140. 1928!

Schrankia PLATYCARPAGray Bost. Jour. Nat. Hist. 6:183 . 1850! Type GH!
Isotypes MO! US! Lindheimei • 384.

Leptoglottis reverchonii Britt. 8i Rose N. Am. Fl. 23:140. 1928! Type NY!
Reverchon, Calcareous prairi es. Dallas, Texas 1877.

I have not seen the original material of Scheele's M. roemeriana. The

locality "Propre Neubraunfels." in light of known ranges of Texas Schran-

kia, specifies this species. Sev eral Lindheimer specimer is designated as

Gray's supcrflous S. platyca rpa was described in fu .11 knowledge of

Scheele's M. roemeriana becau se "that blundering and umscrupulous pro-

pounder of species had not s< >en the legumes." (Gray' s isotype at US

possesses no fruit.)

Leptoglottis reverchonii is s, aid to differ from S. roe

the "legume is scarcely beaked : its valves long-prickh
."

The pods of the

type specimen are, within the total range of M. roemeriana, scarcely un-

SCHRANKIA UNCINATA Willd.

Central peninsular Florida (south on west side to Lee Co.), north in

eastern Florida to southernmost Feorgia. Pinelands. sandy disturbed areas,

white sand scrub, open turkey oak woodlands. Dec. —Sept.

Some material of tin peci is c in oh m harph discern from S. micro-

phylla by any characters sa\< leaf venation, yet I suspect it may be more

closely related to the noncontiguous ,S". nutttdlii. The leaves possess fewer

pinnae than typical mit r<>}>hylta md u ually lai mi leaflets than the

sympatric angustisiligua variant of S. microphylla. A more robust habit.



Srlirmilna I \( '1KATA Wilkl. Sp. 1>1. -I: 104:5. iSO(i! l'lioii, of type (from R)

ISC! Herb. Willd.-nou l!il)!)<) Srimuikin uncinata." Mnrangia uncinata
(Wilkl.) Britt. Mem. Torr. Hot. Club 5:15)1. 1894! Lcptoulattis uucimila

(Wilkl.) Hydb. Fl. Nebr. l'l::il. 1895! quoad basionym.

Sclirauhiti FLORIDANA Chapm. Fl. South. US. ed. 2. (583. 1892! Presumed
fragment of tvpe NY! .Manatee. Florida. Manmqia ilaridami (Chapm.)
Small ex Britt. & Rose N. Am. Fl. 2:5:1:39. 1928!

Torrey & Gray (1840) look up the binomial S. uncinata Wilkl. for the

so employed for nearly a century. Standley (19:1(1) presumably noting that

most of Willdenow's citations ultimately traced to S. microphylla, assigned

the name to that species. In 1957. I examined a photograph of the Willdenow

original material and leaflet fragments; the leaflets were evidently nerved

and the Willdenow description consistent with the specimen. I properly dis-

missed reference to S. microplujllu but less wisely allowed the name to

revert to its traditional connotation. Roard (19l>:5) has presented a detailed

exposition of the identity of the Willdenow material and refers it to the

Florida entity. 1 accept his conclusions.

Chapman's description of S. fioridana (sandy barrens, southern Florida)

ATCHISON, I-:ARLI£NK.
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